REMARKS 

Reconsideration and withdrawal of all grounds of rejection, and allowance of the 
pending claims are respectfully requested in light of the remarks made herein. 

Claims 1-11 and 13-20 stand rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Van Stam (WO 01/46843 ) in view of Weston et al. (US PG Pub. No. 
2003/0022682). 

Applicant respectfully disagrees with, and explicitly traverses, the examiner's 
reason for rejecting the claims. 

Amended claim 1 recites the limitations of: "wherein the elements of community 
preference information are transmitted in the order of highest priority such that the 
highest prioritized community preference information is transmitted first for as long as 
the communication is possible based on the determining step". Amended independent 
claims 19-20 recites similar limitations. 

Applicants respectfully submit that neither Van Stam nor Weston, alone or in 
combination, teaches the above limitations. 

As indicated in the Office Action Van Stam fails to teach the above limitations. 
The addition of Weston fails to cure the infirmities of Van Stam. 
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As previously noted, Weston describes a method of and apparatus of transmitting 
data, wherein different services for receiving data are allocated appropriate priorities, 
which priorities can be changed depending on the user's requirements (par. 2, 3, 5). Thus 
when the user is playing a game, game data is prioritized above data for operating system 
upgrades (par. 20). 

In contrast, the present invention solves the problem of how a first terminal can 
obtain the most relevant parts of a database of community preference information from a 
second terminal so as to update its own database and generate a recommendation based 
on the same, such that if the second terminal is disconnected during reception of data, the 
first terminal has been provided with the more important information first, hopefijlly 
before the disconnection. 

Since Van Stam and Weston, alone or in combination, do not teach all of the 
limitations of independent claims 1, 19 and 20, it cannot make obvious the present 
invention. For at least the above cited reasons. Applicant submits that claims 1, 19 and 20 
are patentable over Van Stam and Weston. 

With regard to claims 2-11 and 13-18 these claims depend from independent claim 

1 discussed above, which has been shown to be allowable in view of the cited reference. 
Accordingly, each of claims 2-11 and 13-18 are also allowable by virtue of its 
dependence from an allowable base claim. 
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For all the foregoing reasons, it is respectfully submitted that all the present claims 
are patentable in view of the cited references. A Notice of Allowance is respectfully 
requested. 



Date: December 12, 2009 



Respectfully submitted. 
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